INTRODUCTION
Traumatic/atraumatic osteoporotic vertebral compression fractures (OVCFs) attributed to osteoporosis cost the US health care industry over $1 billion dollars/year. Although the majority of OVCFs may be managed with non-surgical treatment (NST), a subset (e.g. 40%) with significant loss of vertebral height, pain, and other factors may warrant percutaneous kyphoplasty (K) or percutaneous vertebroplasty (V). [3] Here we provide a short perspective reviewing the pros and cons for these 3 treatment options for managing traumatic/atraumatic OVCFs. [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] [13] 
Frequency of Traumatic Osteoporotic Vertebral Compression Fractures (OVCFs)
Goldstein et al. in 2015 observed that vertebral compression fractures (VCFs) most commonly were attributed to osteoporosis [ Table 1] . [3] e medical costs approached nearly $1 billion per year in the United States. Further, up to 40% may exhibited persistent pain within the first year along with other complaints/symptoms/ signs warranting consideration of percutaneous vertebroplasty (V) or percutaneous kyphoplasty (K) rather than non-surgical treatment (NST).
Different Conclusions Regarding the Impact of V vs. K on Kyphotic Angles, Vertebral Body Heights and Risks of Cement Leakage
Two 2018 studies came to different conclusions regarding the relative impact of V vs. K on post-procedural; kyphotic angles, vertebral body heights, and risks of cement leakage. Wang et al. in 2018 radiographically evaluated the outcomes for 57 patients over a 2-year period undergoing V (31 patients) vs. K (26 patients) for OVCFs [ Table 1 ]. [10] Of interest, the V procedures required an average of 29.6 minutes, significantly shorter than the 37.4 minutes required to perform K. e postoperative kyphotic angles and anterior vertebral heights showed more improvement with V vs. K, but both groups exhibited similar frequencies of leakage of bone cement. Reviewing 16 RCTs in 2018, Wang et al. compared the relative safety/efficacy of V vs. K for treating OVCFs [ Table 1 ]. [9] ey alternatively concluded that K significantly: "decreased the kyphotic wedge angle, increased the postoperative vertebral body height, and decreased the risk of cement leakage vs. vertebroplasty". Also, in 2018, Beall et al. found no significant differences between K and V for anterior or posterior vertebral height preservation, but observed K resulted in greater height restoration vs. V [ [1] Alternatively, when Zhu et al. in 2019 evaluated 15 studies focusing on the treatment of OVCFs, they found K resulted in the greatest reduction of re-fractures at the initial level, while also reducing the risk of subsequent ALF vs. V, while NST most effectively reduced subsequent ALF [ Table 1 ]. [13] Similar or Better Pain Relief with V vs. K, With Both Typically Superior to NST Several studies showed similar or better pain relief with V or K, with both procedures proving superior to NST [ Table 1 ]. Yuan et al. in 2016 identified 10 randomized controlled trials (RCT) involving 626 patients treated with K/V vs. 628 undergoing NST [ Table 1 ]. [11] Patients averaged 64 to 80 years of age respectively in the two groups, and most were female. V/K both resulted in more pain relief and higher quality of life compared to those treated with NST. Interestingly, 8 vertebroplasty studies and 2 kyphoplasty reports demonstrated that better pain relief was achieved with V compared with K. Marcia et al. (2018) found V and K both offered effective pain control, improved function, and a better quality of life vs. NST [ Table 1 ]. [7] Similarly, when Wang et al. (2018) looked at 57 patients over a 2-year period undergoing V (31 patients) vs. K (26 patients) procedures for OVCFs, they found that at one postoperative day, VAS scores and Oswestry Disability Index (ODI) scores were comparably better in both groups [ Table 1 . [10] In 2018, Beall et al. compared V, K, vertebral body stents (VAI), and NST for treating thoraco-lumbar OVCFs (e.g. minimum of 20 patients/study) [ Table 1 ].
[1] Although Visual Analog Scale (VAS) pain reduction was comparable for 3 procedures, V, K, and NST, they did note that Oswestry Disability Index (ODI) scores were better for K vs. VAI. Further, Zhu et al. (evaluated 15 studies) found V and K were comparably effective for pain control in OVCFs, while Wang et al. (2018 -16 RCTs) noted similar outcomes and the same VAS/ODI for V and K [ Table 1 ]. [9, 13] Table 1 ]. [8] From 2005 to 2015, the incidence of K over V increased by 18.3% (48,725 to 57,646), largely reflecting the increased reimbursement rates for K. Additionally, changes in reimbursement rates also shifted many to "office-based procedures ($728.50/yr., P < 0.001, R = 0.69)" rather than in-hospitals settings. Of interest, although most procedures were originally performed by radiology, surgery, and anesthesia/ Lis et al. In 2018 assessed changes in the cross-sectional thecal sac volume after K but prior to single-fraction stereotactic radiosurgery for symptomatic vertebral compression fractures due to metastatic disease [ Table 1 ]. [6] ey compared pre-kyphoplasty MR with post kyphoplasty Myelo CT studies (i.e. prior to performing SRS for treatment of metastatic disease). ey specifically looked at; cross-sectional dural volume, epidural displacement, volume/ location of tumor, extrusion of polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) into the canal, fracture progression, and/or fracture reduction. For 30 consecutive patients, 41 levels were treated with K; 24% (10/41) showed a decreased thecal sac volume, decreased presence of epidural disease, and decreased bony destruction through the posterior vertebral cortex without fragment extrusion into the spinal canal. Only minor epidural PMMA was observed in 20% (8/41) of levels treated, and only contributed to 1 of 10 cases exhibiting diminished cross-sectional area.
Relatively Low Complication Rates for V and K to Treat OVCFs
Marcia et al. in 2018 identified 33 patients undergoing V and K from 7 systematic reviews, 6 cohort studies, 15 randomized clinical trials, and 5 international guidelines; based upon this review, they concluded these procedures were safe, with relatively low complication rates [ Table 1 ]. [7] Table 1 ]. [2] Independent risk factors for complications within 30 days included preoperative; dependent status, sepsis, metastatic cancer, wound infections, and in-patient status. e 30-day post-procedural mortality correlated with preoperative; health status, dialysis, metastatic cancer, chronic steroids, and in-patient status. Note both preoperative and postoperative groups included; metastatic cancer and in-patient status. When Kurra et al. in 2018 reviewed mortality rates in 6 articles (multicenter prospective, randomized control studies (RCTs)) following K or V for symptomatic OVCFs, they concluded that mortality rates were somewhat lowered by K vs. V, while others determined there were no differences in survival between the 3 treatment modalities (i.e. K, V, NST) [ Table 1 ]. [4] 
30-Day

Risk for Recurrent OVCFs
In a retrospective study, Lee et al. in 2018 evaluated the risk factors for patients likely to develop recurrent OVCFs after V and K vs. NST [ Table 1 ]. [5] ey evaluated the frequency of recurrent OVCFs for 132 patients originally treated with V, K or NST over a minimum of one year (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) (2014) (2015) (2016) . Notably, 46 of 132 (34.8%) patients demonstrated new OVCF. Major risk factors for OVCFs included; age > 70, low BMD (e.g. Bone Mineral Density of the lumbar spine/femoral neck), utilization of cement augmentation, and failure to take osteoporosis medications.
CONCLUSIONS
Although the majority of OVCFs are managed with non-surgical treatment (NST), up to 40% with persistent pain and other complaints/symptoms/signs may warrant vertebroplasty (V) or kyphoplasty (K). Both V and K have been shown, in most studies, to result in significantly better pain relief, higher quality of life scores, and increased postoperative vertebral body height when compared with NST. A subset of series demonstrated the superiority of K over V or V over K compared with NST. Nonetheless, most studies documented comparable long-term outcomes utilizing all 3 treatment modalities (V, K, and NST).
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